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the allegations of the libel and consented to a decree of condemnation and for-
feiture, judgment of the court was entered finding the product to be adulter-
ated and ordering that it be released to the said claimant upon payment of
the costs of the proceedings and the execution of a bond in the sum of $2,500,
in conformity with section 10 of the act, conditioned in part that the product
be salvaged, the bad portion to be destroyed, and that the remainder, upon ap-
proval by a representative of this department, be delivered to the claimant with-
out conditions.
C. W. PuGsLEY, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

10390. Misbranding of Allen’s Ulcerimne salve. U. 8. * * * v, Charles
W. Allen (J. P. Allen Medicine Co.). Plea of guilty. Fine, $1.
(F. & D. No. 11612. I. S. No. 5546-r.)

On June 14, 1920, the United States attorney for the District of Minnesota,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court
of the United States for said district an information against Charles W. Allen,
trading as the J. P. Allen Medicine Co., St. Paul, Minn., alleging shipment by
said defendant, in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, as amended, on or
about July 12, 1918, from the State of Minnesola into the State of Iowa, of a
guantity of Allen’s Ulcerine salve, which was misbranded.

Analysis of a sample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this depart-
ment showed it to consist essentially of lead soap and linseed oil.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in substance in the information for
the reason that certain statements, des’gns, and devices regarding the thera-
peutic and curative effects thereof, appearing on the labels of the bottles con-
taining the said article and in the accompanying wrappers and booklets, falsely
and fraudulently represented it to be effective as a treatment of chronic ulcers,
bone ulcers, scrofulous ulcers, varicose ulcers, indolent ulcers, syphilitic ulcers,
mercurial ulcers, gangrene, white swelling, and all old sores of long standing,
blood poisoning and lock-jaw from open wounds, boils, felens, carbuncles,
abscesses, piles, salt rheum, burns, scalds, gun shot wounds, bites of animals, bites
of reptiles, and all poisoned and ulcerated wounds, cuts, and all fresh wounds,
milk leg, erysipelas, sprains, swollen joints, and all old sores of every name and
kind, no matter of how many years standing, and as a treatment for bone con-
sumption, old running sores of all kinds, and inflammatory rheumatism, when,
in truth and in fact, it was not.

On December 13, 1921, the defendant entered a plea of guilty to the informa-
tion, and the court imposed a fine of $1.

C. W. PuGsLEY, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

10391. Misbranding of olive o0il. U. S. * * * v, William P. Bernagozzi.
Tried to the court. Judgment of guilty. Fine, $25. (F. & D. No.
13228. 1. 8. Nos. 14896-r, 14897-r, 14984-r, 15026-r.)

On November 2, 1921, the United States attorney for the Southern District
of New York, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in
the District Court of the United States for said district an information
against William P. Bernagozzi, New York, N. Y., alleging shipment by said
defendant, on or about April 18, 1919, in violation of the Food and Drugs Act,
as amended, from the State of New York into the State of Pennsylvania, of
quantities of olive oil which was misbranded. The article was labeled in
part: “ Quarter Of Gallon Pure Olive Oil One Quart” (or * Half Gallon”)
“Pure Virgin * * * Imported and Packed by W. P. Bernagozzi * * *2

Examination of samples of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this
department showed that the cans contained less than the amount declared
in the labels.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the information for the reason that
the statements, to wit, “ One Quart,” “Quarter of Gallon.” or ‘“ Half Gallon,”
borne on the respective cans containing the said article, regarding the article,
were false and misleading in that they represented that each of the said cans
contained one quart or one quarter gallon or one half-gallon of the said article,
as the case might be, and for the further reason that the article was labeled
as aforesaid so as to deceive and mislead the purchaser into the belief that
each of the said cans contained one quart, one quarter-gallon, or one half-
gallon of the said article, as the case might be, whereas, in truth and in fact, each
of said cans did not contain one quart, one guarter-gallon, or one half-gallon
of the said article but did contain a less amount. Misbranding was alleged



